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Abstract

This article examines the socio-economic, political, spiritual, and moral characteristics of
property relations toward nature from the perspective of contemporary value theory. It analyzes
the interaction between human beings and the natural environment through the concepts of
sustainable development, environmental responsibility, ecological ethics, and social justice.
Particular attention is paid to the transformation of ecological values under the conditions of
globalization and environmental challenges. The study argues that rational property relations
toward natural resources should be based on the principles of sustainability, public responsibility,
and environmental security.
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Introduction

The relationship between humanity and nature has become one of the most significant
philosophical, socio-economic, and political issues of the twenty-first century. Accelerated
industrialization, rapid urbanization, technological advancement, and increasing pressure on
natural resources have transformed traditional perceptions of nature from an inexhaustible source
of wealth into a fragile global ecosystem requiring sustainable management and responsible
stewardship. Under these conditions, property relations toward nature should no longer be
interpreted solely through economic ownership or legal possession. Instead, they should be
understood as a multidimensional system of socio-economic, political, spiritual, moral, and
ecological values that determines the interaction between society and the natural environment.
In contemporary social philosophy, property relations toward nature are closely associated with
the principles of sustainable development, environmental justice, ecological security, and
intergenerational responsibility. The growing environmental crises—including climate change,
biodiversity loss, deforestation, pollution, and depletion of natural resources—demonstrate that
irrational exploitation of nature threatens not only economic development but also social
stability, human well-being, and global security. Consequently, scholars increasingly argue that
natural resources should be regarded as a common heritage of humanity rather than merely
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objects of economic consumption.
From a socio-economic perspective, property relations toward nature influence national
development, resource distribution, environmental management, and economic sustainability.
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Politically, they determine state environmental policies, legal regulations, ecological
governance, and international cooperation in addressing transboundary environmental
challenges. Spiritually and morally, these relations reflect humanity's ethical responsibility
toward nature, emphasizing respect for life, environmental stewardship, ecological
consciousness, and the preservation of natural heritage for future generations.

Modern philosophical approaches increasingly advocate an anthropo-ecological paradigm that
seeks harmony between economic progress and environmental protection. Within this

framework, ecological values become an essential component of human culture, encouraging
individuals and societies to recognize nature not only as an economic asset but also as an intrinsic
value possessing ecological, cultural, spiritual, and moral significance. Therefore, investigating
the socio-economic, political, spiritual, and moral character of property relations toward nature
represents an important theoretical foundation for developing environmentally responsible
policies and strengthening ecological education in contemporary society.

Methodology

The issue of property relations toward nature has occupied a central place in philosophical,
economic, political, and environmental thought for centuries. Although early economic theories
primarily viewed nature as a productive asset and source of wealth, contemporary scholars
increasingly emphasize that nature possesses intrinsic value beyond its economic utility. Modern
environmental philosophy argues that property relations concerning natural resources should be
based not only on ownership rights but also on responsibility, sustainability, justice, and ethical
obligations toward present and future generations. Consequently, property relations toward
nature are interpreted today as a multidimensional system integrating socio-economic, political,
spiritual, moral, legal, and ecological values.

One of the earliest scholars to examine humanity's relationship with nature was John Locke, who
argued that property originates through human labor applied to natural resources [1]. According
to Locke, nature initially belongs to all humanity in common, while private property emerges
when individuals invest their labor in transforming natural objects. However, Locke
simultaneously emphasized an important moral restriction, namely that individuals may
appropriate natural resources only if "enough and as good" remains available for others.
Contemporary environmental philosophers interpret this principle as an early expression of
ecological justice and intergenerational responsibility. Thus, even classical liberal philosophy
contains ethical limitations concerning unlimited exploitation of nature.

Karl Marx offered a fundamentally different interpretation of property relations. He regarded
nature not merely as an external object of ownership but as the material foundation of human
existence itself [2]. Marx argued that labor mediates the metabolic relationship between
humanity and nature. According to his analysis, capitalist production frequently disrupts this
natural metabolism through excessive exploitation of resources, resulting in ecological
degradation and social inequality. Modern ecological economists frequently refer to Marx's
concept of the "metabolic rift" when explaining contemporary environmental crises caused by
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unsustainable production systems. His theory demonstrates that irrational property relations
inevitably generate both economic and ecological contradictions.
The Austrian economist Karl Polanyi also criticized the commodification of nature. In 7he Great

138

_ Licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License.




&) webofjournals.com/index.php/9

Volume 4, Issue 5, May 2026 ISSN (E): 2938-3803

Transformation, he argued that land, labor, and money constitute "fictitious commodities"
because they were never originally created for market exchange [3]. According to Polanyi,
transforming nature into an ordinary commodity undermines both ecological stability and social
cohesion. Therefore, effective property relations require public regulation capable of balancing
market efficiency with environmental sustainability and social justice.

A significant contribution to environmental economics was made by Herman Daly, one of the

founders of ecological economics. Daly maintains that the economy is a subsystem of the global
ecosystem rather than an independent structure [4]. Consequently, economic growth cannot
continue indefinitely because natural resources are finite while ecological carrying capacity is
limited. Daly emphasizes that sustainable property relations should prioritize qualitative
development instead of unlimited quantitative growth. His steady-state economy model
advocates careful management of renewable and non-renewable resources while preserving
ecological balance for future generations.

Similarly, Robert Costanza argues that ecosystems provide essential services that cannot be fully
represented through market prices [5]. These ecosystem services include climate regulation,
biodiversity conservation, water purification, soil formation, pollination, and cultural values.
Costanza demonstrates that conventional economic systems often underestimate nature because
many ecological functions remain outside formal markets. Consequently, property relations
based exclusively on market valuation fail to protect the true value of natural capital.

The concept of sustainable development, introduced by the World Commission on Environment
and Development in the Brundtland Report (1987), profoundly transformed scholarly
understanding of property relations toward nature [6]. The Commission defined sustainable
development as development that "meets the needs of the present without compromising the
ability of future generations to meet their own needs." This definition fundamentally shifted
environmental governance by emphasizing intergenerational equity. Property rights over natural
resources therefore imply corresponding responsibilities toward future societies rather than
unlimited exploitation for present economic benefit.

The Rio Declaration on Environment and Development (1992) further reinforced this
perspective by establishing principles of environmental responsibility, public participation,
precautionary action, and sustainable resource management [7]. Principle 3 explicitly recognizes
the right to development while requiring environmental protection for present and future
generations. Principle 10 emphasizes citizens' participation in environmental decision-making,
demonstrating that property relations involve democratic governance in addition to legal
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Contemporary political philosopher John Rawls contributes to environmental ethics through his
theory of justice. Although Rawls primarily focused on social justice, later interpretations of his
work emphasize the just savings principle, according to which each generation bears
responsibility for preserving sufficient natural and institutional resources for future generations
[8]. This concept has become one of the ethical foundations of modern environmental policy

Ao

because it extends distributive justice beyond contemporary society toward future humanity.

Environmental philosopher Arne Naess, the founder of Deep Ecology, presents perhaps the most
radical critique of anthropocentric property relations [9]. Naess argues that all living organisms
possess intrinsic value independent of their usefulness to humans. Consequently, nature should
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never be regarded merely as private property or an economic resource. Human beings represent
only one component of the broader ecological community and therefore have moral obligations
toward all forms of life. His philosophy significantly influenced ecological ethics by shifting
attention from resource exploitation to ecological coexistence.

Similarly, Aldo Leopold developed the influential concept of the Land Ethic, arguing that
humans should regard themselves as "plain members and citizens" of the biotic community rather
than its conquerors [10]. Leopold maintains that ethical responsibility extends beyond

interpersonal relations to include soils, waters, plants, and animals. According to his famous
ethical criterion, "A thing is right when it tends to preserve the integrity, stability, and beauty of
the biotic community." This perspective fundamentally transforms property relations into
relationships of stewardship and environmental responsibility.

Hans Jonas introduced another important ethical principle through his philosophy of
responsibility. Jonas argues that technological civilization has expanded humanity's capacity to
transform nature to such an extent that traditional ethical systems are no longer sufficient [11].
He therefore proposes a new ethical imperative requiring humans to act in ways compatible with
the permanence of genuine human life on Earth. Property relations toward nature should
therefore be guided by precaution, responsibility, and long-term ecological thinking rather than
immediate economic interests.

The spiritual dimension of property relations has been extensively examined by Seyyed Hossein
Nasr, who argues that the ecological crisis reflects a deeper spiritual crisis within modern
civilization [12]. According to Nasr, secular industrial society has reduced nature to an object of
consumption while neglecting its sacred dimension. Traditional religious and philosophical
worldviews, by contrast, regarded nature as a manifestation of divine wisdom deserving
reverence and protection. Nasr therefore emphasizes that ecological sustainability requires
spiritual renewal alongside technological innovation.

Contemporary environmental sociologist Ulrich Beck interprets environmental degradation
within the framework of the Risk Society [13]. Beck argues that technological modernization
simultaneously produces new global environmental risks—including climate change,
biodiversity loss, pollution, and nuclear hazards—that transcend national boundaries.
Consequently, property relations toward nature can no longer remain exclusively national issues
but require international governance, global cooperation, and shared environmental
responsibility.

The work of Elinor Ostrom, Nobel Prize laureate in Economics, represents one of the most
influential contributions to property theory. Contrary to traditional assumptions that common
resources inevitably suffer overexploitation, Ostrom demonstrates that local communities can
successfully govern forests, fisheries, irrigation systems, and grazing lands through collective
institutions and shared norms [14]. Her empirical research proves that effective environmental
management depends upon trust, cooperation, local participation, transparent rules, and adaptive
governance rather than exclusive privatization or centralized state control.

International organizations likewise emphasize the value dimension of environmental
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governance. The United Nations Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) integrate
environmental protection with economic development, poverty reduction, social inclusion, and
institutional responsibility [15]. Goals concerning climate action, life below water, life on land,
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sustainable cities, and responsible consumption illustrate that property relations toward nature
are inseparable from broader questions of human development and global justice.

UNESCO similarly promotes environmental education based on values such as sustainability,
responsibility, cultural diversity, ecological citizenship, and global solidarity [16]. According to
UNESCO, education should cultivate ecological consciousness that enables individuals to
perceive nature not merely as economic capital but as cultural heritage and a shared
responsibility.

A comparative analysis of these scholarly perspectives reveals several common conclusions.
First, property relations toward nature have evolved from purely legal and economic categories
into multidimensional value systems. Second, sustainable resource management requires
balancing private rights with public interests and intergenerational justice. Third, ecological
crises cannot be solved solely through technological innovation; they also require ethical
transformation, environmental education, and spiritual responsibility. Finally, modern
environmental governance increasingly emphasizes participation, cooperation, accountability,
and ecological citizenship as essential foundations of sustainable development.

Therefore, contemporary scholarship consistently demonstrates that the socio-economic,
political, spiritual, and moral dimensions of property relations toward nature should function as
an integrated system. Economic efficiency must be harmonized with ecological sustainability;
political authority with public participation; legal ownership with ethical responsibility; and
technological progress with spiritual and cultural values. Only such a comprehensive value-
oriented approach can ensure harmonious coexistence between humanity and nature while
preserving environmental integrity for future generations.

Conclusion

The analysis demonstrates that property relations toward nature represent a complex and
multidimensional social phenomenon extending far beyond traditional legal or economic
interpretations. Their socio-economic dimension determines the rational use, distribution, and
preservation of natural resources; their political dimension establishes institutional mechanisms
for environmental governance and sustainable resource management; while their spiritual and
moral dimensions foster ecological consciousness, environmental ethics, and responsible human
behavior toward nature.

The study confirms that sustainable development cannot be achieved solely through economic
growth or technological innovation. Instead, it requires the integration of environmental values,
social responsibility, ethical principles, and ecological justice into national development
strategies and public policy. Property relations based exclusively on economic interests
inevitably contribute to environmental degradation, whereas value-oriented approaches promote
the balanced coexistence of humanity and nature.

Furthermore, strengthening ecological education and cultivating environmental values among
citizens are essential conditions for developing responsible attitudes toward natural resources.
Educational institutions, governmental organizations, civil society, and international institutions
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should cooperate in promoting environmental awareness, sustainable lifestyles, and ethical
responsibility for preserving biodiversity and ecological balance.
In conclusion, the socio-economic, political, spiritual, and moral character of property relations
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toward nature constitutes the foundation of contemporary environmental governance and
sustainable societal development. A value-based approach to natural resource management not
only ensures ecological security and economic sustainability but also contributes to the formation
of an environmentally responsible society capable of preserving nature as a universal value for
present and future generations.
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